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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is a First Office Action Non-Final rejection on the merits. The 
amendment to claim 1 has been entered. Claims 2-8 and 14-21 as originally filed 
are currently pending and have been considered below. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1 - 8 and 14-21 in the reply filed 
on 10/22/2008 is acknowledged. 

3. Claims 9-13 withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) 
as being drawn to a nonelected group II, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on October 10, 2008. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 1-8 and 14-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1-8 and 14-21 recite only a 
nominal recitation of a computer system. Nominal recitations of structure in an 
otherwise ineligible method fail to make the method a statutory process under section 
101. Benson 409 U.S. at 71-72. A general purpose computer is not a particular 
machine, and thus innovative software processes are unpatentable if they are tied only 
to a general purpose computer and an "incidental physical limitation, such as data 
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gathering, field of use limitations, and post-solution activity are not enough to convert an 
abstract idea into a statutory process". Langemyr Appeal 2008-1495, p 20-21 . The 
only recitation of structure is in the nominal recitation in the preamble citing a "tangible 
computer-readable medium of a computerized financial system" and "a computer 
implemented method" . This recitation is so generic as to encompass any computing 
system, such that anyone who performed this method or software process in practice 
falls within the scope of the claims. The recitation of a computer system in the 
preamble is not, in fact, a limitation for the scope of the claim, the claim is directed 
essentially to the method/software process performed by any means. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-8 and 14 - 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over MaGuire (2004/0059651) in view of Gorelik (2001/0047372). 

As per claims 1 and 14, MaGuire discloses in a computerized financial system, 
a computer implemented method of configuring an Extraction, Transformation and 
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Loading (ETL) package for loading source data elements from a financial table of a 
financial data store into a reporter table having pre-defined format, the method 
comprising steps of: 

a) forming one or more association objects each identifying one or more source 
columns that are associated with a destination column of the reporter table ([0021] and 
fig. 1 depicts forming association objects); 

b) forming a transformation object defining a transformation of source data 
elements of at least one of the source columns from a source format into a reporter 
format of the associated destination column identified by the association object (fig. 1 
and [0022] depict forming a transformation object via the conversion engine); and 

c) generating instructions for configuring an ETL package to extract the source 
data elements of the source column, transform the source data elements into the 
reporter format in accordance with the transformation object, and load the transformed 
source data elements into the associated destination columns of the reporter data table 
in accordance with the association objects (fig. 1 and [0022] depict generating 
instructions via the rules database). 

However, MaGuire discloses a conversion engine and fails to explicitly disclose 
ETL package. 

Gorelik teaches a nested relational data model, with the feature of an ETC 
system ([0006] discusses an ETL system). 

From this teaching of Gorelik, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system and method of 
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MaGuire to include the ETL system taught by Gorelik, in order to provide means for 
relation of data. 

As per claims 2 and 15, MaGuire discloses, wherein the transformation includes 
substituting at least a portion of the source data elements with a predefined substitution 
element ([0036] and fig. 2C disclose substituting). 

As per claims 3 and 16, MaGuire discloses, wherein the transformation includes 
parsing the source data elements (fig. 2C and [0033] disclose parsing the elements). 

As per claims 4, 5, 8, 17 and 18, MaGuire discloses the claimed invention but 
fails to explicitly disclose wherein the transformation includes concatenating the source 
data elements of two or more source columns, wherein the transformation includes 
pivoting the source data elements of the source column and including an ETL generator 
method configured to programmatically communicate with an ETL services module of a 
server to configure an ETL package based on the destination, association, and 
transformation objects. 

Gorelik teaches a nested relational data model wherein the transformation 
includes concatenating the source data elements of two or more source columns 
([0122] discusses concatenating); 

wherein the transformation includes pivoting the source data elements of the 
source column ([0160] discusses pivoting); and 
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including an ETL generator method configured to programmatically communicate 
with an ETL services module of a server to configure an ETL package based on the 
destination, association, and transformation objects ([0006] discloses an ETL system). 

From this teaching of Gorelik, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system and method of 
MaGuire to include the concatenating, pivoting and ETL system taught by Gorelik, in 
order to further provide means for relation of data. 

As per claim 6, MaGuire discloses wherein the transformation and association 
objects are each siblings of one of the destination column objects (fig. 2C depicts 
destination column objects). 

As per claim 7, MaGuire discloses wherein the destination column objects are 
siblings of a destination table object defined by a destination table class (fig. 2C depicts 
destination table class). 

As per claim 19, MaGuire discloses wherein the forming step a) includes 
receiving a user input defining the association of one or more source columns with a 
predefined destination column ([0039] discusses user definition). 

As per claim 20, MaGuire discloses wherein the forming step b) includes 
receiving a user input selecting the transformation ([0022] discusses selecting). 
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As per claim 21, MaGuire discloses including a step of validating that an 
association object has been completed for each destination column of the reporter table 
prior to performing the generating step c) ([0031] discusses validation and completing). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Collins (US 20020065744 A1), which teaches a Method for 
internet matching of user request to specific merchandise. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OLUSEYE IWARERE whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-51 12. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew S. Gart can be reached on (571)272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Matthew S Gart/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 3687 
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